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REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action mailed March 1 1, 200S, Applicants re^)ectfiilly request flie 
Examiner to reconsider the above-ct^tioned application in view of the foregoing amendments and 
the following comment^* As a result of the amendments listed above. Claims 43-47 remain 
pending, Claim 43 having been amended. New Claim 48 has been added. Claims 1-42 were 
canceled by a prior amendment 

In tlie changes made by the cuixent amendmeni; dolotiona ore ohown by -a trilc e tfarough , and 
additions are under lined- 
Claims 43-47 Are Not Obvious In View Of Brown 

Claims 43-47 presently stand rejected under 3S U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,1 86,359 to Brown et al. Applicants respectfully submit that the claims, as 
amended^ are allowable over the Brown reference. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
present rejection of Claims 43-47 are respectfiilly requested. 

Brown discloses a carton configured to receive multiple sealed bags of hair products. The 
carton includes a perforated area ads^yted to receive a dispensing spout of the sealed bags. In 
addition, an upper end of the carton defines a storage area, which is located above the 
compartment(s) for the sealed bags and separated from the bag compartment(s) by an upper 
partition. A lid is configured to close an open, upper end of the storage area. 

The Examiner has taken the position that the storage area meets the claimed limitation of 
"a recess configured to receive and support a battery [...]/' The Examiner has also stated that 
would have been obvious to place a battery within the storage area. Applicants respectfiilly 
disagree. Other than the Applicants' own disclosure, there is no suggestion within the prior art to 
place a battery within the storage compartment of a hair care product dispensing carton* which 
has no battery-powered components. Hie Brown leferrace specifically contemplates the storage 
of resealable containers, gloves and other necessary supplies. There is no disclosure, or 
suggestion, tiiat a batteiy would be such a necessary supply. For at least this reason. Applicants 
submit that the claims are allowable over tite Brown reference. 

Nonetheless, in order to e^edite allowance of the present implication. Applicants have 
amended Claim 43 to clarify the distinctions over the Brown reference. Claim 43, as amended, 
recites a supply unit for a soap dispenser including, among other recitations, a box defining an 
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interior space sized and shaped to receive a supply of liquid soap. A forward side of the box 
includes a section defined by a perforated score line and configured to define an ^erture to 
permit dispensing of the supply of soap. An external sur&ce of a rearward side of the box 
defines a recess [configured to receive and securely support a battery outside of the interior space. 
Advantageously!, vnth soch a construction, die battery is externally accessible when secured to the 

box. . Accordingly, the battery may be used to provide power to an associated soap dispenser 

j 

when in a position secured to the box. 

In contrast, the storage area of the Brown carton is defined by an interior surfece of the 
rearward side ot the carton. Thus, the battery would not be externally accessible while within 
the storage compartment. Further, the storage compartment of the Brown carton is not 
configured to securely support a battery, but at most would only loosely receive a battray therein 
- depending on jthe dimensions of the storage compartment As a result, if a battery were placed 
within the storage con:q)arDnent, it wox)kl not be securely supported in a position to provide 
power to an associated electrical device. 

For at lejast the reasons presented above. Claim 43 is allowable over the Brown ref^ence 
and other prior art of record. Claims 44-47 are allowable, not only because they depend fiom an 
allowable claini, but i^n their own merit as weU« New Claim 48 is fiilly supported by the 
application as fiked, and also indirectly depends firom Claim 43. Claim 48 is allowable because it 

depends from Claim 43 and is also allowrable on its own merit 

i 
I 

I CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, it is respectfiilly submitted that the rejections set forth in the 
outstanding OfGce Action are inapplicable to the present claims and specification. Accordingly, 
early issuance of a Notice of Allowance is most earnestly solicited 

The undersigned has made a good faith effort to respond to all of the rejections in the case 
and to place tb^ claims in condition for immediate allowance. Nevertheless, if any undeveloped 
issues remain or if any issues require clarification, the Examiner is respectfully requested to call 
Applicant's attorney, Edward A Schlatter at (949) 721-2821 (direct line), to resolve such issue 
promptly, | 
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Please chaige any additional fees, including any fees for additional extension of time, or 
credit oveipayn^t to Deposit Account No. 11-1410. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 



Dated: 
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By: .^rra^^^^^ll^ 

Edward A. Schlatter 
Registration No. 32,297 . 
Attorney of Record 
Customer No. 20,995 
(949)760-0404 
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